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OPINION 1645 

Musca heraclei Linnaeus, 1758 (currently Euleia heraclei ; Insecta, 
Diptera): specific name conserved 

Ruling 

(1) Under the plenary powers heraclei is hereby ruled to be the correct original 
spelling of the specific name heraelii Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen 
Musca heraelii. 

(2) The name heraclei Linnaeus, 1758, ruled in (1) above to be the correct original 
spelling of heraelii , as published in the bi nomen Musca heraelii, is hereby placed on the 
Official List of Specific Names in Zoology. 

(3) The name heraelii Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Musca heraelii 
and as ruled in (1) above to be an incorrect original spelling of heraclei Linnaeus, 1758, 
is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in 
Zoology. 

History of Case 2719 

An application for the conservation of the established spelling of the specific name of 
the celery fly Euleia heraclei (Linnaeus, 1758) was received from Drs I.M. White (CAB 
International Institute of Entomology, London, U.K.) and P.R. Seymour (M.A.F.F. 
Harpenden Laboratory, Harpenden, U.K.) on 29 March 1989. After correspondence the 
case was published in BZN 46:252-254 (December 1989). Notice of the case was sent to 
appropriate journals. 

An opposing comment, with notes on the history of the spellings heraelii and 
heraclei , by Dr F.C. Thompson (United States Department of Agriculture, Washington, 
D.C., U.S.A. ), together with a reply by Dr I.M. White, one of the authors of the 
application, was published in BZN 47: 132-134 (June 1990). 

A comment in support of the application from Dr R.W. Crosskey (c/o The Natural 
History Museum, London, U.K.) was recorded on the voting paper. Dr Crosskey said 
that: ‘As a dipterist myself, I am wholly behind the application and ask the Commission 
to vote in favour of it. Its spirit is right even though the applicants overlooked a few uses 
of heraelii published way back in the mists of time. This is no valid ground on which to 
oppose White & Seymour’. 

Decision of the Commission 

On 1 December 1990 the members of the Commission were invited to vote on the 
proposals published in BZN 46: 253. At the close of the voting period on 1 March 1991 
the votes were as follows: 

Affirmative votes — 22: Bock, Cocks, Cogger, Corliss, Dupuis, Hahn, Halvorsen, 
Kabata, Kraus, Lehtinen, Mahnert, Martins de Souza, Minelli, Mroczkowski, 
Nielsen, Nye, Ride, Schuster, Starobogatov, Trjapitzin, Ueno, Willink 

Negative votes — 5: Bayer, Heppell, Holthuis, Macpherson and Savage. 

Thompson declined to vote: he considered that a rejoinder by him to I.M. White’s 
reply to his published comment [cf. above and BZN 47: 132-134] should have been 
published. 
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Bayer commented: 'Second-guessing Linnaeus’s reason for his spelling Musca 
Heraclii is a fruitless exercise. Considering his clear statement of the host plant, the 
name obviously is not derived from Heracles or from a place name, of which there are at 
least four. The spelling is not a demonstrable 'inadvertent error’ (Article 32c (ii)), as 
Linnaeus used the same spelling in his citation of the host plant. Apparently ‘Heraclii’ 
was considered an error by Houttuyn (1768; Natuurlyke Histone..., Deel 1, Stuk 12, 
p. 518) in his expanded Dutch edition of Systemci Naturae. Houttuyn changed the 
spelling to 'Heraclei’; as he merely quoted Linnaeus’s original Latin diagnosis and 
translated it into Dutch, Houttuyn obviously was not describing a different fly, and 
'Heraclei’ therefore is an incorrect subsequent spelling. It is presumptuous to question 
Linnaeus’s original spelling and I do not approve of arbitrarily changing a Linnaean 
spelling on the grounds of usage. The difference is small and could hardly represent a 
source of confusion’. 


Original references 

The following are the original references to the names placed on an Official List and an Official 
Index by the ruling given in the present Opinion: 

heraclei , Musca , Linnaeus, 1758, Systema Naturae , Ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 600 (incorrectly spelled as 
heraclii). 

heraclii , Musca , Linnaeus, 1758, Systema Naturae , Ed. 10, vol. 1, p. 600 (an incorrect original 
spelling of heraclei). 


